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REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action dated October 16, 2006, claims 1 , 7, 10 and 15 
have been amended. Claims 1-17 are in the case. Reexamination and reconsideration of 
the application, as amended, are requested. 

The Office Action rejected claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph as 
being indefinite. 

In response, the Applicants have amended claim 10 as suggested by the 
Examiner to overcome the rejection. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-2, 4, 7-10, 12 and 15-17 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Chang et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0083121). The Office Action also rejected claims 3, 5-6, 1 1 and 13-14 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chang et al. in view of Kikugawa (U.S. 
Patent Publication No. 2003/0189644). 

The Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections based on the amendments 
to the claims and the arguments below. 

Specifically, the independent claims now include features that are not disclosed 
by the cited references, alone or in combination. For example, the Applicants' claims 
now include showing the user specific capabilities that cannot be performed by the 
external device by graying out from the share menu intended actions that cannot be 
performed by the external device and configuring a customized device driver for the 
external device so that the external device can communicate its capabilities by way of 
specific device identifying information if the external device is not a readily available 
device type. 

In contrast, with regard to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), Chang et al. 
merely disclose establishing a communication channel between the information 
apparatus and an output device for creating output (see Abstract and FIGS. 1 , 4 and 8 
of Chang et al.). Although Chang et al. receive at the information apparatus over the 
communication channel attributes corresponding to the output device, unlike the 
Applicants* claimed invention, Chang etal. does not show the user specific capabilities 
that cannot be performed by the external device by graving out from the share menu 
intended actions that cannot be performed by the external device. 
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In addition, Chang et al. does not configure a customized device driver for the 
external device so that the external device can communicate its capabilities by way of 
specific device identifying information jf the external device is not a readily available 
device type , like the Applicants' claimed invention. Instead, in Chang et al., with 
implementations that do not provide a device driver, "each application may have to 
implement its own device driver or its own output and communication capability, as 
described below with reference to FIGS. 3B and 3C. For example, to output a digital 
document to a printer, each application may have to implement its own printer-specific 
driving, processing and/or communication capability." (see the Summary and 
paragraphs [0006] and [0048] of Chang et al.). 

As such, since the Chang et al. reference does not disclose all of the elements of 
the claimed invention, the Chang et al. reference cannot anticipate the claims. Hence, 
the Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 should be 
withdrawn. 

Next, with regard to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), Kikugawa does not 
add anything to Chang et al. that would render the claimed invention obvious. For 
instance, Kikugawa simply disclose providing electronic equipment which is provided 
with both radio interface and cable interface with automatic selection and connection 
with small power consumption without forcing an operator to be aware of an interface to 
be connected with external connection equipment (see Abstract and Summary of 
Kikugawa). 

However, as discussed above, the Applicants' claimed invention includes 
showing the user specific capabilities that cannot be performed by the external device 
by graying out from the share menu intended actions that cannot be performed by the 
external device and configuring a customized device driver for the external device so 
that the external device can communicate its capabilities by way of specific device 
identifying information if the external device is not a readily available device type , which 
are not disclosed by the cited references, in combination or taken alone. 

Thus, in light of the amendments to the claims, the cited references, alone or in 
combination, do not disclose all of the features of the claims. Therefore, the rejections 
of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) should be withdrawn (MPEP 2143). 
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Further, with regard to the dependent claims, since they depend from the above- 
argued respective independent claims, they are therefore patentable on the same 
basis. (MPEP § 2143.03). Also, the other references cited by the Examiner also 
have been considered by the Applicants in requesting allowance of the dependant 
claims and none have been found to teach or suggest the Applicants' claimed 



Thus, it is respectfully requested that all of the claims be allowed based on the 

amendments and arguments. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 

withdraw the outstanding rejection of the claims and to pass this application to issue. 

Additionally, in an effort to further the prosecution of the subject application, the Applicant 

kindly requests the Examiner to telephone the Applicant's attorney at (818) 885-1575. 

Please note that all mail correspondence should continue to be directed to 

Hewlett Packard Company 
Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 
Fort Collins, CO 80527-2400 



invention. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Dated: January 16, 2007 




Edmond A. DeFrank 
Reg. No. 37,814 



Attorney for Applicant 
(818) 885-1575 TEL 
(818) 885-5750 FAX 
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